PEEFACE.

easy. The transition of th into d might be called
a relief, but the transition -of d into t was the very
opposite of an alleviation of utterance.

But this was the very point I wished to establish.
There are phonetic changes due to laziness, as when
we pronounce night for knight, lord for hldford,
Woosta for Worcester. But there are others that
require a very different explanation. The changes
comprised under the name of * Grimm's Law' could
never be classed as due to phonetic decay. They are
collateral, dialectic varieties, fixed among different
German tribes, according to the phonetic idiosyncra-
sies of each, and determined by influences totally
different from muscular economy. No one could say
that it required a greater effort to pronounce a tenuis
than an aspirata or a media, for we see that the
Gothic speakers pronounced all these varieties with
equal facility. I therefore entered very fully, per-
haps too fully, into the question why each of thewe
German tribes had fixed on tennis, media, and aspi-
rata in their own way, and in a way so different
from Sanskrit, Greek, Latin, Celtic, and Slavonic.
I am assured that this distinction also between
phonetic decay and dialectic growth is now generally
admitted and requires no further proof. But I munt
say that in several recent publications this distinc-
tion is by no means strictly observed. We arc treated
again and again to transitions of one consonant into
another by what are called 'almost imperceptible
changes/ With these almost imperceptible changes,